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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order denying his
notion under 28 U. S.C. § 2255 (1994), anended by Antiterrori smand
Ef fective Death Penalty Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-132, 110 Stat.
1214. W have reviewed the record and the district court's opinion
and find no reversible error. W hold that Appellant failed to
establish his substantive claimthat counsel was i neffective. See

Strickland v. Washi ngton, 466 U.S. 668 (1984); Fields v. Maryl and,

956 F.2d 1290, 1297 (4th Cr.), cert. denied, 506 U S. 885 (1992).

Specifically, we hold that Appellant failed to show that he would
necessarily have been entitled to credit for acceptance of respon-

sibility under United States Sentencing Conmm ssion, Guidelines

Manual , 8 3E1.1 (Nov. 1991), even if he had pled guilty prior to
trial. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appealability and
di sm ss Appellant's appeal substantially on the reasoning of the

district court. Reidv. United States, Nos. CR-92-57-3-P; CA-96-82-

3-P (WD.N.C. Mar. 14, 1996). W dispense with oral argunent be-
cause the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunent would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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